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REMARKS 

In this Response, Applicant traverses the Examiner's rejections. Silence with regard to 
any of the Examiner's rejections should not be construed as acquiescence to any of the rejections. 
Specifically, silence with regard to any of the rejections of the dependent claims that depend 
from an independent claim considered by the Applicant to be allowable based on the Remarks 
provided herein should not be construed as acquiescence to any of theje|eptions. Rather, silence 
should be construed as recognition by the Applicant that the previgply lodged rejections are 
Remarks submitted by the Applicant relative to the independ^^laii^^Dm which the dependent 
claims depend. Applicant reserves the option to further ^ros.ei^tf the s^^Qjr similar claims in 
the present or a subsequent application. Claims 1-18 ^' pending in the preseqplfapplication. 

Petition for Extension 1 £ime ; ^ 4 
As provided in accompanying dQcunaecits, Applican^g||&ions under 37 CJF .R. § 1 .136(a) 
for a one-month, extension of time in whi<^||^fi^.this Responsibly ^ 

Telephone hj-y^e^ ^^' 1 



Applicant's Attorney aclei^wledges wittt : Appreciation the courtesy extended by the 
Examiner in condius^ffj^^ on (^^JE). During the interview, the Examiner 



■ ^^dise^e'^fcitfleatures 



and the Applicant's Attoni!e;£||^ Applicant's independent claim 1 and 



Plutowsk^ 

ilk ■ Mm '^i^ 



The E^&jijiner rejectee 



ijj. Claim Rejections 

llaims 1-3 and 6-18 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
b. 6,474,851 to Plutowski in view of Plutowski's admitted prior 



unpatentable ovef i^^Pattaw 
art (hereinafter refeirec||^as Plutowski's APA). 

The Examiner also rejected claims 4 and 5 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Plutowski and Plutowski's APA and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 
6,493,71710 Junkin. 

Claims 1-18 

Applicant's independent claim 1 is directed to a method of associating different criteria 
on a page to one or more products. Among other things, Applicant's claim 1 includes receiving 
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option selections based on different criteria, assigning membership grades to the option 
selections, relating the option selections to the one or more products, and forming master 
membership grades for the one or more products based on the option selection membership 
grades. 

~ J The Examiner stated that "Plutowski discloses ... receiving option selection^] based on 
the different criteria (see column 1, lines 43-65, Plutowski [in which th^l Examiner interprets the 
actions as products [and in which the] [E]xaminer interprets] the t^jpt'polid{y] as criterion. 77 
The Examiner also stated that "[referring to column 1, lines 43jjj^^|||owski discloses different 
actions received from users as recommendations, which [are] Wterpret[ea| t |fey the [E]xaminer as 
criteria and rank the selection by the highest ranked aQt$n." ^WBs. 

Applicant disagrees with the Examiner's inj^jetation &f Plutowski's pol^jl^ipi^^* 
Applicant's claimed criterion. As described in Pluto^liifepL aS^?^^S 9 a "polic^' represents a 
mapping between a stimulus and a set of candidate actions . -"^c policy ranks the set of candidate 
actions by assigning either selection probafe|j|Ei^ (e.g., PlutowsiyiSies. 1A, IB, IE, and IF) or 



probi&liks (e.g., Pluto ws^iigs. 1A, IB, IE, and IF) - 
degrees of membership (e.g., Plutowski Fi^.lt^aSp||Gj-lI) to the Candidate actions. Based on 



these rankings, the policy recommends a candidate.a;cfiotf& M fejBlie&tion or execution, such as the 
candidate action having Me'TOpiXqlljrank. (Plutowski coh 1, 11"; 57-60.) As described in 

,JP Pa % 

Plutowski, col. 8, 11^C|^| two polices that map th|j,same set of candidate actions to the same 
stimulus are overlapping pl«^ policies "can . . . correspond to different ways of 

measuring m^M^^t^on rliglfe^user pfe%r^fi'(ie' can be measured multiple ways, e,g., by 
first-peiis|pn subjective'&pimon via^qiaestionnaire, passive observation of actual tendencies, or by 



corripari ! s||i||o other similar^||jple vi|$ollaborative filtering)." (Plutowski col. 10, 11. 38-43) 
(Emphasis s^|l|ed by the AjMicant.) Since Plutowski's policies can correspond to different 
ways of measurr^|^/w^ qjjpierion, Plutowksi's policies cannot be the single criterion itself. If 
the Examiner's interp||ki^n of Plutowksi's policies as Applicants claimed criteria were correct, 



F 

then, on the basis of tKe statement in Plutowski col 10, 1L 38-43, Plutowski's policies would 
correspond to different ways of measuring themselves. This is a non-sensical result. 

Applicant notes that Applicant's claim 1 receives option selections based on different 
criteria and assigns membership grades to the option selections. In one embodiment, these 
claim features can be represented as a fuzzy logic mapping that maps different criteria to option 
selections and assigns membership grades to the option selections. In one such embodiment, 
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therefore, 'Applicant's claimed criteria can correspond to Plutowski's stimuli (and not 
Plutowski's policies), Applicants' claimed option selections can correspond to Plutowski's 
candidate actions, and Applicant's claimed membership grades can correspond to Plutowski's 
degrees of membership. 

Plutowski describes several different scenarios in which overlapping policies for the 
same criterion are combined to generate a single composite policy for tfyqt exact same criterion 
Most relevantly, Plutowski Fig. 1G shows a first fuzzy logic policj 



cdmbined with a 

second overlapping fuzzy logic policy via Plutowski's mixing j^dli&|o generate a composite 
fuzzy logic policy. As shown in Fig. 1G, the first fuzzy lo^c^licy aslll^degrees of 
membership to candidate actions labeled Action ID 1-Sjime sifeond fuzzy lofijteolicy also 



iradthe 
the same 



assigns degrees of membership to the same candi0t^ctions Tajlpeled Action TD%~$ 
composite fuzzy logic policy assigns composite degreesiofme^ to, yet ag J! 
candidate actions labeled Action ID 1-5^ Based on Plutowj^ 8, 1. 58 to col. 10, 1. 5 S the 
first and second fuzzy logic policies use S|||tod second data"s^|^3spectively 3 to map the same 
set of candidate actions to the same stimuli M&T^^saL at col. l^lftS-43, Plutowski 



describes the overlapping policies (e.g, 3 first arid sej^iSnd '^^fegic policies of Fig. 1G) as 



le criterionM^Yhe axes, description, and annotations of 



"different ways of measupa^'w< 

Plutowski's Fig, lQ^S^|||rtthis t^|||hing by shoving two overlapping policies for a single, same 
criterion being combined pl^cy for the same single criterion. 



criteric 
different 



icant ?> $i|©kim 1 in$W&$receiving option selections based on different 

Ik, "m. — 



lutowski ancr^^ not teach or suggest mixing policies that map 



_ ri __ jria to the can&pate actions. Rather, as previously described, Plutowski and 



Plutowski mix overlap 
actions, Assuci:|i||i 



claim 1 directed to re 



Ipg policies that map the same single criterion to candidate 
j:her Plu||wski nor Plutowski's APA teaches the feature of Applicant's 
l||^"f option selections based on different criteria . 
Since neither Plutowski nor Plutowski's APA teaches receiving option selections based 
on the different criteria, neither can teach any of the other features of Applicant's claim 1 
directed to assigning membership grades to the option selections, relating the option selections to 
the one or more products, and forming master membership grades for the one or more products. 

In summary, neither Plutowski nor Plutowski's APA, whether considered separately or in 
combination, teaches the features of Applicant's independent claim I that include receiving 
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option selections based on the different criteria, relating option selections to the one or more 
products, and forming master membership grades for the one or more products based on the 
option selection membership grades. 

Applicant thus traverses the Examiner's rejection of independent claim 1, and Applicant 
considers independent claim 1 to be allowable. Since claims 2-18 depend from independent 
claim 1, Applicant also considers claims 2-18 to be allowable as depending on an allowable base 
claim, thereby traversing the Examiner's rejections of such claims,,^ sucnj Applicant's failure 
to specifically respond to the Examiner's rejections of depended 



;1^!j|qs^2-I8 does not provide, 



\ of such claims. 



and should not be construed as, an acquiescence to the Examiner's reje< 

Based on the foregoing Amendment and RemanfcS, Applicant travers&l&e Examiner's 
rejections of claims 1-18 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a^>;ik V 

* % X 

CONCLUSION ''%4- 
This Response is fully responsivefQ$^,,pre$ent Office i%$ion. 

Based on the foregoing Amendraent'snd ftefM^^pplicai^*espectfully submits that 



this application is in conditipnipr allowance. %cc6rdin^ ; liipitcant requests allowance 

Applicant invites the Ex^ineriyicontact the Applicant's Attorney if any issues are deemed to 
remain prior to allo^a 



Date 



* 



Wife, *f#>., .» 

• s l!!lt ! , 



Respectfully submitted, 
FOLEY HOAG LLP 



II 



Customer No. 25, 1 8 1 |'# 
Patent Group r 
Foley Hoag LLP 
155 Seaport Blvd. 
Boston, MA 022 10 
Tel: (617) 832-1241 
Fax: (617) 832-7000 



Kevin A. Oliver 
Reg. No. 42,049 
Attorney for the Applicant 
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